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IN THE SUPREME COORT OF THE STATE OF UTAH 
In Re: ROBERT B. HANSEN 
Disciplinary Proceedings 
No. 15605 
PETITION FOR REHEARING , 
This Court affirmed the findings of the Utah State Bar 
that appellant had violated several specific Rules of Professiona 
Conduct under three counts, but rejected the Bar's recommendation 
that appellant be suspended from the practice of law for one year 
and instead issued a reprimand. 
The rejection of the recommendation was error, and the Bar 
commission petitions the Court for rehearing on the following 
grounds: 
ONE 
The Court erred in giving appellant special treatment 
because he is Attorney General. 
TWO 
The court failed to consider the duty of protecting the 
public in determining the sanction to apply to appellant. 
~ 
The Court erred by applying an improper standard of review 
of the findings and recommendations of the Bar Commission in 
disciplinary matters. 
i 
Sponsored by the S.J. Quinney Law Library. Funding for digitization provided by the Institute of Museum and Library Services 
Library Services and Technology Act, administered by the Utah State Library. 
Machine-generated OCR, may contain errors.
FOOR 
The Court erred in failing to consider material aspects 
of appellant's conduct in determining the sanctions to apply. 
WHEREFORE, petitioner prays for rehearing and upon such 
rehearing the court vacate its decision on file herein and 
affirm the recommendation of the Bar Commission and suspend. 
DATED this 31 day of August, 1978. 
submitted, 
Attorneys for Utah State Bar Commissi: 
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